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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
PERIODICAL OPINIONS OF CARLYLE 
from 1827 to 1882. 
The object of this thesis is to trace the gradual rise of Carlyle to 
a place of great popularity and influence; and the subsequent decline in his 
I prestige, until he 
same time, I shall 
ceased to exercise any influence upon his age. At the 
attempt to show the growing appreciation of his literary 
genius which continued up to and after his death. Now such an exposition 
should include the opinions of such great Victorian figures as Macauley, 
John Henry Newman, Tennyson, Browning, Matthew Arnold, A. H. Clough, Ruskin, 
and many other leading literary men of the period. But it is my purpose to 
show Carlyle's position, on the whole, through the opinions expressed in 
various periodicals to which I have access. I shall leave the periodical 
field only when necessary, and,therefore,if I neglect the "great thinkers" 
and consider the writers of only contemporary importance, I am not diverging 
from my purpose to show the position of Thomas Carlyle through the eyes of 
his contemporaries. 
Thomas Carlyle was an eccentric genius, a man of distinct personality; 
he was never in sympathy with the aims of his age, nor interested in in-
terpreting its spirit. This accounts, no doubt, for the tremendous impres-
sion he made upon his contemporaries, his enthusiastic reception in England 
and America, and for his later rejection by them. The people of this per-
iod had grown tired of the Byronism of the immediate past and the Bentham-
ism of the present. To them Carlyle represented something new and different; 
is gospel was not an original one, but one he made his own by his enthusi-
asm and sincerity. People were swept off their feet by it, and became ex-
travagant in their praise and adulation of him. Then slowly and surely the 
- 1 
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reaction came; he lost his place of influence. He was setting up hero-worshi 
against democracy, and slavery against freedom. In short, his ideals were in 
discord with ~~h those of his contemporaries. They, as a result, rejected 
him. From this point on his opinions were utterly disregarded, although his 
position in the literary world remained the same. Even though his philosophy 
was no longer heeded, Carlyle gradually worked his way back into the hearts 
of the public. They seemed to come to a gradual appreciation and understand- I 
ing of the many admirable traits in his magnetic personality, until at his 
death, he held the unique position of "sage" in the public mind. 
~ I 
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CHAPTER II 
1827--1837, WRITINGS UP TO AND INCLUDING 
"SARTOR RESARTUS 11 
Carlyle first attracted attention when he set to work to enlighten 
the benighted inhabitants of the British Isles on the merits of German 
authors. His first contribution to the Edinburgh, on Richter, appeared 
in July, 1827. Previous to this time, however, he had been a constant 
contributor of translations and original essays to magazines. This article 
led to his making friends with Wilson, North, and several others. He de-
veloped a reputation, which means little more than that he became a topic 
of conversation. It was heresy in Scotland at the time to cry up anything 
but Scott; and to have anyone do this, particularly a foreigner, was pre-
cisely the kind of irritation out of which reputation is first made. 
Jeffrey, who had a "Review" to edit, and who wanted young blood to replace 
the old, was gratified and said in a note to Carlyle: "You are a man of 
genius--proud and happy to know you. I fairly tell you that I think your 
taste vicious in some points, and your opinions of your German idols er-
roneous." Such sincerity appealed to Carlyle, and hi s public career in 
letters may be dated from this essay. 1 
II Carlyle's rise to fame vms slow and gradual from this point, until he 
published the "French Revolution" in 1837. Any criticism we may find 
written about Carlyle up to this date are opinions written about a man 
who was not yet a public figure. He was not recot;nized both as a man of 
genius and as a prophet until 1837. 
On February 13, 1832, we find Crabb Robinson referring to Carlyle in 
1 CARLYLE TO THE FRENCH REVOLUTION, D. A. Wilson; pp. 30--37. 
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his famous diary as "a deep-thinking German Scholar, a character and a 
singular compound with the voice, manner, and even style of conversation 
of a religious zealot," and as possessing "a singular and even whimsical 
1 
combination of love and reverence." In June, 1833, an article appeared 
in "Fraser's Magaz ine", which commented on various literary personalities 
of the day. In this article he is lauded for his works on Goethe,and the 
literary quality of his translations is commended. His original essays 
are referred to in the statement that "he expounds opinions on men and 
things greatly to the edification of our readers." He is designated also 
as the first of German scholars in England, although the peculiar quality 
of his genius is not yet recognized. Thus by 1833, Thomas Carlyle was by 
no means unknown in England. In fact, few people recognized the worth of 
"Sartor Resartus" until after the publication of the "French Revolution." 
This can be attributed to the spirit of the times. It was the era of the 
"Reform Bill" of 1832, a time of political turmoil and unrest. No doubt, 
at this time, literature and reading held small place. Also, if Carlyle had 
come dovm from general denunciation to particular abuses, from abstract 
charges to precise exposures, he would have had a much warmer reception. 
!These facts help us to understand the erroneous reception "Sartor" received. 
Even the readers of "Fraser's" in which "Sartor" was appearing in 1833--4 
protested against it as "rubbish." But Carlyle, who by this time was en-
grossed in the "French Revolution", thought little about the reception given 
his latest works. The opinion of the reading public did not disturb him, 
1 
H. G. Robinson; DIARY, REMINISCENCES, AND CORRESPONDENCE; New York; 
1877; p. 38. 
5 
no doubt, because he realized that his contacts with influential literary 
men had strengthened his position as a literary figure. 
II Moreover , America, that land of opportunity, was gradually developing 
a great regard for his works. The people of America at that time were 
more receptive and inquisitive regarding new ideas,and they were not dis-
turbed by the new political and social ideas vmich were saturating England. 
It was not until 1834, however, that Carlyle was given praise by any prom-
inent, American literary figure. Then it was Emerson who had been eagerly 
reading "Sartor Resartus" in its serial form, as it was sent him by Mr . 
Fraser.Emerson wrote to Carlyle and expressed his enthusiasm and admiration 
1 for essays of his which he had read. He declared that he "had already dis-
tinguished them from the mass of English periodical criticism as by far 
the most original and profound essays of the day--the works of a Faith as 
well as intellect, sportive as well as learned; and who, belonging to the 
despairing and deriding class of philosophers was not ashamed to hope and 
to speak sincerely." 
II Thus the friendship which had begun a few years earlier was strengthened, 
and the succeeding interchange of letters and \VTitings developed a strong 
bond of understanding. But in 1834, Emerson stood quite alone in his 
opinion. However , within the next few years Carlyle's reputation grew 
rapidly in America largely through the friendly efforts of Emerson. In 
October, 1835, we find Carlyle sufficiently well known in America to have 
his name used as the title of a Review of "Sartor Resartus" in the "North 
CORRESPONDENCE OF THOMAS CARLYLE AND RALPH WALDO EMERSON 1834--72; 
Boston and New York; 1883; p. 13. 
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American Review" by the author, Alexander Everett, praising Carlyle for 
his deep thought, sound principle,and fine writing. 
II Shortly after this article appeared in the "North American Review," 
Carlylese could be heard resounding from some of the best pulpits and lee-
ture rooms in old New England. 
Emerson, in 1836, contributed more to the Carlyle advancement when he 
edited the American "Sartor" in September, the first criticism of "Sartor 
Resartus." A Reverend N. L. Frothingham, in the "Christian Examiner," 
wrote a totally sympathetic criticism of the "Sartor." In it he reveals 
a keen appreciation and understanding of Carlyle's particular genius. He 
made the prediction that "Sartor Resartus" "will be disliked by many people 
because of its style, but it will excite great admiration for the same 
1 
reason." His estimate can be better sununed up in his own words: 
"What we chiefly prize is its philosophic, spiritual, humane 
cast of thought. It is in thorough opposition to the materi-
alism and mechanism of our grooved and iron-bound times. It 
risks the despotism of opinion, seeking to rule by crowds and 
suffrages and machinist's devices. It soars away far beyond 
the theories of utilitarian calculation. It spurns everything 
shallow. It expands and lifts itself above everything con-
tracted. It places us at a free distance from the turmoil of 
vulgar and selfish life. It exposes many an abuse and illu-
sion of the passing ages. It is spirit." 
1 
N. L. Frothingham; CHRISTIAN EXAlJiiNER; "Sartor Resartus; 11 Boston; 
September 1836; Vol. 21; pp. 74--84. 
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As you have no doubt noticed from the reading of this last quotation, 
Carlyle's spiritual conception of life was for the first time recognized. 
He was beginning to be recognized in his true capacity by other people be-
sides Emerson. His concepts were beginning to take hold upon the minds 
and the imaginations of other prominent thinkers. The materialistic age 
was . beginning to feel the surge of his spiritualism. 
!I 
I 
Jl 
CHAPTER III 
1837--1848, CRITICISMS OF THE "FRENCH 
REVOLUTION" AND OTHER WORKS . 
Through the years when the American reading public was beginning to 
understand Carlyle, the BriUtins regarded him coldly, as little more than 
a German my stic. But .the impetus of the "French Revolution" broke their 
icy indifference, and we find them warming to the man. 
II The reason for this sudden change from frigidity to amiability can be 
attributed to the new tempo of life in 1837, the year the book appeared. 
The unrest among the people had subsided and the British mind was again 
prepared to receive concepts which were not of a partisan nature. More-
over, the "French Revolution" did not purport to be a work of philosophy 
like "Sartor Resartus, " nor did it have any tendency to follow the German 
style of the author which had become so widely disliked. Indeed, it was a 
story of something very close to all the people; a history of an event 
which had happened within the living memory of many; and thus it was at 
least assured of a kindlier reception than that given to his first impor-
tant book. 
The conservative English critic did not accept Carlyle without a 
bitter struggle against his so- called "German style ." The originality 
of his style was attacked by many conventional critics who claimed he 
, destroyed all semblance of good English by its use. They also assailed 
his "new philosophy11 as nothing but a rehashed , flippant example of what 
had been heard before. Many others criticized him on the grounds that 
he might cause a change in the style of English writing and might go so 
far as to cause the German idiom to make inroads into the King's English. 
They admitted frankly that they were afraid of the flashes of power and 
8 
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1 eloquence manifested in the book, and thought that through these mediums 
he might spread his gospel of scepticism. 
Carlyle had not, however, made contacts among English literary men in 
vain, and as a result of these his friends came to his rescue. They con-
tributed interpretations of his works which were far more sympathetic and 
penetrating. John Stuart NJ.ill' s review which appeared in the "London and 
Westminster Review" for July 1837, was the first English review that gave 
a sympathetic portrait of him as a man of genius. His final estimate of 
the book is as follows: 
"A most original book; original at least in its complete sin-
cerity, its disregard of the merely conventional; every idea 
and sentiment is given out exactly as it is thought and felt, 
fresh from the soul of the writer and in such language (con-
formable to precedent or not) as is most capable of representing 
it in the form in which it exists there. And hence critics 
have begun to call the style affected; a term which conventional 
people, whether in literature or society, invariably bestow upon 
the unreservedly natural. 111 
1l Thus we find for the first time an appreciation of the man and a fav-
1 
arable estimation of his style. 
The reaction to this criticism by a man of such great prominence,who 
opposite 
had always manifested views diametricalll(to those expressed by Carlyle, 
was evident almost immediately among the reading public. In fact it all 
l 
Reprinted edition EARLY ESSAYS OF J. S. MILL; I. W. • Gibbs; ed. 
London; 1897. 
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but established his literary reputation. The fact that Mill wrote the 
criticism soon after the appearance of the book, and before the common-
place critics could influence the public with their disapproval of it, 
was enough to insure its success. I say this because Mill,who had a 
scientific mind, and was respected by all for his keen analyses and judg-
ments of things literary, immediately recognized Carlyle as a man of genius. 
II Thackeray and Sterling followed, in quick succession, with laudatory 
revie~. America responded enthusiastically as was expected from her pre-
vious reception. Emerson voiced the response of America in his letter of 
February, 1838, in which he said: "Our young men say yours is the only 
1 
history they have ever read." Thus by 1839, England fully recognized the 
importance of the "French Revolution." It was only a matter of time before 
"Sartor Resartus" began to arouse people by its spiritual message. Carlyle's 
star was approaching its zenith. People were flocking to hear his leo-
tures, and everywhere he was hailed as a genius. 
The most direct evidence of the popularity and influence of Carlyle 
may be found in the periodical literature of the day. Also personal reo-
ords of diaries, autobiographies, and memoirs furnish us with information 
concerning the enthusiasm he aroused. Many of these authors were men who 
were opposed to his philosophy, but, who, nevertheless, were unanimous in 
their praise of him. 
After the publication of the "French Revolution" the influence of 
Carlyle upon his contemporaries is almost unbelievable. We find the 
1 
CORRESPONDENCE OF CARLYLE .AND EMERSON; Boston and New York, 1885; 
pp. 206--7. 
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follo\ving entries in the diary of Crabb Robinson , dated January 7, 1839 . 
"Talk was on whist, Carlyle and Gladstone, January 25, 1839. Read Carlyle 
1 
aloud to the family of Hardens and they enjoyed him very much. " Robinson 
also gives us evidence of the popularity of Carlyle's lectures. 
From the many reviews of Carlyle's career written after his death, 
we gather testimony of the powerful influence Carlyle exerted upon the 
1840's. It will be impossible to quote from all of these articles. Bryce's 
article of liarch 24, 1881, for the "Nation," gives us a portrait of this 
effect upon the youth of England a 
"To the youth of England and Scotland forty years ago Carlyle 
was a sort of prophet, warning, counselling, appealing, stirring 
their souls by his ovm earnestness and fascinating their imagina-
tion by the power and poetry of his language. One meets people 
still who tell of their first reading of his books in terms that 
II seem dra·wn from the revival experiences of A:iethodists . What 
II 
Byron had been to the youth of England under the Regency, Carlyle 
was to the best , the most earnest, and thoughtful of them in 
the earlier days of Victoria; and his influence, it need hardly 
be said, was of a far more ennobling kind." 2 
The follov.ring testimony of lv . H. Mallock shows us the influence of 
Carlyle among the "man about to·wn" gentry: 
1DIARY, REMINISCENCES , AND CORRESPONDENCE of H. C. Robinson; Vol. 2; 
pp. 276--285. 
I. Bryce; NATION; "Thomas Carlyle and George Eliot; " New York; Uarch 
24, 1881; Vol. 32. 
I 
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11At the time of which I speak, there we.s one British author 
whose influence as a philosophic moralist eclipsed that of any 
of his contemporaries. This writer was Carlyle. His fame 
was then e.t its height and the moral consciousness of ultra-
polite drawing rooms we.s being stirred to its well-dressed 
depths by his attacks on the 11de.ndies 11 in his book 'Sartor 
Resartus' which many earnest and ornamental persons were 
accepting as e. new revelation . I myself was sufficiently 
familiar with its pages and though some of them aroused my 
1 
antagonism, I could not deny this genius. 11 
The ordinary reader of Carlyle, today finds it difficult to reconcile 
Carlyle, as he sees him, and the "demi-God" pictured in periodicals, mem-
oirs, autobiographies and books of the decade betv;een 1840 and 1851. But 
one must remember that it was an age of doubt. 'l'he stage was set for such 
as he. Conventional Protestantism no longer worked and people were tired 
of the various philosophies which satiated the land. The ebulliency which 
~esulUrlfrom Carlyle's publications was nothing more than a protest against 
the thought of the time. He aroused them--as any other author with a 
message might have--to e. frenzy against all sham and hypocrisy, and an 
exaltation of work , reverence, and faith. 
One can readily see from what I have written that the enthusiasm for 
Carlyle was tremendous during this period from 1837--48. Facts vmich are 
of greater significance are revealed by current magazine articles. These 
1 
W. H. ~allock; MEl~OIRS OF LIFE Al~D LITERATURE; Kew York and London; 
1908; PP • 1--85. 
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articles show that he had set his stamp on the \vhole age and no one could 
afford to ignore him. Many men who believed in and accepted utilitarianism, 
religious scepticism, the doctrines of democracy and political economy--
in short, everything that Carlyle condemned--were able to understand and 
hail him as a poet. F. Chisholm Anstey in "The Dublin Review," published 
a review of Carlyle's •~rks which give us the reaction of the Roman Catholic 
to Carlyle's concepts . In it Carlyle is hailed as a "genuine man on the 
vacant stage of national literature."1 The author emphasizes his sincerity 
and earnestness and praises him for his leading quality, steadiness in aim-
ing at the truth. 
II Another review by Joseph Mazzini in 1843, gave Carlyle his greatest 
boost along the road to unquestioned influence,for this time a man who 
v~s fundamentally opposed to all of Carlyle's philosophy said of him: 
"I know no English writer of the last ten years who has so 
vigorously attacked the half-gothic, half-pagan edifice which 
still imprisons the free flight of spirit; no one who has 
thrown among a public much addicted to routine and formalism 
so many bold negatives, so many religious and social views, 
novel and contrary to any existing ones, yet no one who excites 
less of hostility and animadversion. There is generally so 
much candour and impartiality in his attacks, so much convic-
tion in his thoughts, so entire an absence of egotism, that 
we are compelled to listen to what, if uttered by any other 
1 
F. Chisholm Anstey a DUBLIN REVIEW; "Carlyle's Words; 11 Dublin; 
II October 1838; Vol. 5. 
I 
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man would anger, or contempt would excite e. storm of opposition."1 
Many of Carlyle's reviewers readily admitted that his message was based 
upon truisms and old dogmas, but they, all of them, maintained that his 
genius lay in reviving them and in making them burn in the hearts of the 
people. Carlyle's style had been by this time accepted and acknowledged 
to be superior. R. H. Hare in his article on Carlyle in 1844, shows how 
deeply the doctrines he preached had been incarnated into the very being 
of the men of his age. He asserts, "Geniuses are the only movers for prog-
ress, and Mr. Carlyle is e. man of genius." Moreover, his language is not 
I 
"style or Cle.ssicism11 , but "soul language." "He tells what we know but had 
!forgotten or refused to remember, and his reiteration startles and astonishes 
us like infonnations."2 Thus we have an open declaration of genius as ex-
pressed by many of the leading thinkers of the Victorian age. 
Many persons who had commenced reading his "Past and Present" with a 
smile of pity or scorn soon lost all thoughts of ridicule and perused it 
lwith the greatest diligence and perseverance. Many of the most conservative 
II 
critics were now praising him and his latest publication. "Blackwood's 
Edinburgh Magazine" recognized the fact of Carlyle's literary importance 'With 
the publication of "Past and Present." This book convinced the magazine 
editors that "Carlyle was exerting an influence that is by no means despic-
able by producing a certain moral tone of thought."3 
1 Joseph Mazzini; BRITISH AND FOREIGN REVIEW; 110n the Genius and Tendencv of 
the writings of Thomas Ce.rlyle; 11 London; October 1843; Reprinted in 11Esse.ys 
selected from the Writing of Joseph Me.zzini; London; 1887. 
2 R. H. Hare; "A New Spirit of the Age; 11New York; 1844. 
3 Blackwood; EDINBURGH MAGAZINE; 11Past and Present by Carlyle;" Edinburgh; 
July 1843; Vol. 54; PP• 121--138. 
---~---
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The author goes on to say that "they admire this work even though they do 
not understand. " He closes his article with the statement that Carlyle's 
messages are based upon truisms and preachments but he sees that 11his genius 
lies in reviving them and making them burn in our hearts. " 
Numerous articles were written in the succeeding years. 1844 to 1848, 
and all are in praise of Carlyle with here and there a. dissenting voice. 
·- =#-
I 
CHAPTER IV 
1848--1869. CONTEMPORARY OPINIONS 
OF "LA.TTER-DAY PAMPHLETS 11 AND 
"FREDERICK THE GREAT" 
We find Carlyle's ability to arouse enthusiasm in the minds and hearts 
of the British public increasing until it reached its zenith in 1845. In 
that year of our "Lord," he had the misfortune of publishing "Oliver Crom-
well," and promptly his hold on the reading public began to weaken. Finally, 
with the publication of the "Latter-Day Pamphlets" in 1850, a deluge of 
criticism poured down upon his prophetic brow. And in spite of the fact 
that his literary reputation was now established, and although he still had 
many followers; he gradually ceased to exert any power on the sentiments of 
the English. 1 The reasons for this almost sudden change are quite obvious 
to even the most casual observer. Carlyle was dealing with Englishmen and 
in that respect we might say that he could expect just so much adulation 
and no more; just so much enthusiasm. These Englishmen were not to be 
swayed by the preachings of any one man for very long. They had their own 
ideas and aims from which they may have deviated for a time, but to which 
they would return after the first glitter wore off the new philosophy. 
"The straws that broke the camel's back" were loaded upon the public in the 
form of "Cromwell" and "Latter-Day Pamphlets." These publications revealed 
the fact that Carlyle's doctrine was far off the beaten track of the age. 
As long as he had confined himself to giving a spiritual message, he was 
given an opportunity to be heard. But the eddies he aroused in the main 
currents of the age by his new attempt to formulate a political and social 
1 
W. J. Dawson; MAKERS OF ENGLISH PROSE; New York; Chicago, and Toronto; 
I 
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1906; pp. 193--196. 
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creed, were too much for the conservative Englishmen. Carlyle was anathema; 
I he was trying to dictate to a people who believed that their political and 
1 
social philosophy had no superior. On the other hand, the wildness and 
enthusiasm with which he was greeted a decade earlier could not last. His 
philosophy, like the Byronism it superseded,was doomed by its very excess. 
"He suffered far more from the excessive enthusiasm of his followers," said 
J. H. Browne in 1875, "than from the dispraise of his dislikers."1 What had 
been considered legitimate enthusiasm in the early forties became "blind 
idolatry" in the fifties, and those who were formerly regarded as devoted 
disciples were now called "benighted e.dmirers."2 Moreover, and what is 
more important, he was not a Victorian. This alone, as I have previously 
hinted, was enough to cause a great deal of unfavorable criticism. Per-
sonal misfortunes and unhappiness also did much during this period (1850) 
to influence the tone of his works. It is not surprising, therefore, that 
with the death of his wife in 1866, that he was plunged into the depths of 
misery and de -pair. But it is the duty of critics to analyze the works of 
an author, and through the writings an estimation of the man is obtained. 
They analyzed him coldly and impartially, seeing nothing but the harshness 
and gloom, and condemning it. Carlyle himself classifies the year 1848 as 
one of the most trying years in his whole life. This substantially corrob-
orates the fact that one of the first distinctly unfavorable criticisms of 
Carlyle since the "French Revolution" appeared in "Blackwood's Edinburgh 
1 J. H. Browne; GALAXY; ''Warlock of Windbags;" New York; Vol. 19; pp.44-54. 
2 
Blackwood's EDINBURGH MAGAZINE; "Latter-Day Pamphlets;" Edinburgh; June 
1850; Vol. 67; PP• 641--659. 
------------- --
Magazine" for April 1847. This article,which is a review of "Cromwell," 
1 
declares that "As editor, Mr. Carlyle has given us a valuable piece of 
work; as commentator, the view which he would teach us to take of English 
Puritanism is to our thinking simply the most paradoxical, absurd, unin-
telligible, mad business we have ever encountered in our lives. 111 
If one has read Carlyle, one knows that his doctrines of "hero-worship" 
and fatalism would certainly bring a storm of protest as exemplified by the 
above quotation. 
Carlyle definitely let it be known where he stood as regards slavery 
and democracy with his publication of the "Latter-Day Pamphlets" in 1850. 
His stand brought forth new and more bitter criticism. Many critics claimed 
that aside from his style, which was fair, he had never given anything new 
or useful to his own generation or profitable to those who would come after. 
A criticism of the "Latter-Day Pamphlets" in "Blackwood's Edinburgh Magazine" 
for June 1850, accounts for the decline of Carlyle's reputation by, what the 
author considers, a change in his opinions' 
"We used to hear him lauded and commended as a writer of the 
profoundest stamp, as a deep, original thinker, a thorough paced 
philanthropist, the champion of genuine greatness, and the un-
flinching enemy of delusions. Now, however, things are altered. 
Mr. Carlyle has got a new crochet into his head and to the utter 
discomfit of his former admirers, he manifests a truculent and 
ultra-tyrannical spirit, abuses the political economists, and 
1 Blackwood's EDINBURGH MAGAZINE; "Cromwell;" Edinburgh; April, 1847; 
Vol. 61; PP• 393--423. 
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wants to have a strong, coercive government, indicates a de-
cided leaning to the whip and the musket, as effectual reason-
ing, and, in short, abjures democracy. The sensation caused 
by this change of sentiment has been as great as if J. Hume 
1 had declared himself a spendthrift." 
His style which had been lauded to the high heavens is now generally 
condemned. He is reprehended because of his obstinate attempt to inculcate 
a style which--it was thought--would deteriorate the simple beauty of our 
language if universally adopted. 
11 That Carlyle had ceased to be taken seriously by his contemporaries was 
only too noticeable at this time. They harshly and blatantly criticized 
' him as a person who ranted and raved about "a worse possible world" and 
r6veled in so doing. He was accused of attacking the spirit of humanity, 
which many believed was very much alive in England during the century. 
According to most attackers, Carlyle was helping no man and irritating all 
men. Thus we find that his political ideas were rejected as shallow and un-
sound, and his philosophy regarded as obscure and fantastic. 
II In the 1860's we find Carlyle's critics showing a little more leniency, 
I but this was due to the fact that he was no longer taken seriously by his 
contemporaries. Many people, after the first shocks of his stand on social 
and political questions, forgot their disappointment in him and cared little 
or nothing about his expressions. He was still regarded as a great poet 
and wit by many people of this generation, however. It was his political 
L·----------------
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and social malediction which palled on practical England at the time. 
II E. B. Hornley in his review of "Frederick the Great" in 1859 treats 
Carlyle with a humorous tolerance. He says: 
"One might suppose from his invariable tone that the only ver-
acious, the only clear-sighted individual who surveyed this 
terrestrial scene was Thomas Carlyle; that no one else had a 
conscience, knew good from bad, was able to exert himself to 
any purpose whatever, or had the smallest sense of 'the Divine 
Significance of Life.' But take comfort, Thomas--be assured, 
you are not the sole excellence hitherto produced by this 
despicable nineteenth century. Other men have appeared, will 
appear in it, sounder in philosophy, clearer in vision, more 
original in genius, of no less pure, through less uproarious 
recitude, and of more commendable modesty than yourself." 
He also gives the follovdng estimation of Carlyle: 
"As a philosopher then, expounding a doctrine of general appli-
cation, we think he has been immensely overrated, looming large 
in the clouds of his own raising. As an objector, he is often, 
though we believe not intentionally, unfairly carried away by 
his habit of prophesying and denouncing. As a guide , he puts 
into our benighted hands a lantern with no candle in it. As 
a moralist he is unexceptionable; yet even here we find none 
of the originality which his admirers so largely claim for him." 
Of "Frederick the Great" he says: 
"In no previous work is his determination to obtrude his own per-
sonality more uncompromising than in this 'History of Frederick.' 
21 
11 His quips and cranks and wanton wiles begin with the first page 
and continue in endless succession, sometimes monotonous, some-
1 
times highly diversified till the loot." 
---===#=====---: 
Ai'ter the publication of the last two volumes of "Frederick," the at-
titude of the critics seems to have become more tolerant. They apparently 
understood him a little better than they ever did before; an appreciation, 
no doubt, of his great descriptive powers and wealth of imagery, which had 
always been among his greatest attractions, motivated this change of atti-
tude. The following sentence reveals the attitude of a more practical gen-
eration towards carlyle: 
"He is perhaps more instructive and satisfactory when the 
extraordinary powers of his imagination are not exaggerated 
by the additional stimulus of worship, and when he feels him-
self justified in looking on the men and things around him, 
with that practical good sense which he possesses in a larger 
measure than almost any other author, and without any special 
references to his peculiar doctrines and transcendentalism. 112 
Thus, we see that while Carlyle had reached the zenith of his career as 
a prophet and was now definitely on the wane as such, his interest to con-
temporary England as a personality and writer was still very great. His 
bitter attacks were no longer noticed by them; and most English papers re-
garded his occasional rantings and perverseness as nonsense. 
1 
E. B. Hornley; Blackwood's EDINGURGH MAGAZINE; "Carlyle;" Edinburgh; 
February 1859; Vol. 85; pp. 127--154. 
z E. B. Hornley; Blackwood's EDINBURGH MAGAZINE: "Carlyle's Frederick the 
Great;" Edinburgh; July 1865; Vol. 98; pp. 38--56. 
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When Carlyle showed the British public that he was out of sympathy with 
their social and political ideas, they responded with a bitter denunciation 
of him and his philosophy. In ·America, however, the reaction was negative 
until 1850 when some of his criticisms began to strike home. During the 
Civil War, the reaction became very pronounced; and when he ridiculed the 
ideals f'or which the Civil War was fought in his "Illias in Nuce" in 1863 
and "Shooting Niagara" in 1867, the action was swift and extremely bitter. 
Thus, while hostile criticism was decreasing in England, he was beginning to 
be bitterly assailed by American critics • 
.1 G. S. Phillips' article, "Thomas Carlyle," which appeared in the 
I 
"Atlantic Monthly" for December, 1857, proves that he was still regarded 
enthusiastically by contemporary Americans. In this article, we find a clear 
appreciation of Carlyle's spiritual doctrine. Phillips believed that false-
hood and Thomas Carlyle was impossible and that his faith in his "integrity 
is perfect and absolute." The author's attitude toward the change in the 
tone of Carlyle's works seems to be one of pardon and sympathy rather than 
condemnation. Thus, Phillips says: 
"He is the same man in 1857 as he was in 1833. He is 
strong and hearty on the whole; although the excitement of con-
tinuous writing keeps him in perpetual fever, deranges his liver 
and makes him at times as acrid and savage as a sick giant. 
Hence his increased pugnacity of late--his fierceness and anger 
hammering al~ things sacred and profane. It is but physical 
and temporary, however, all this, and does not affect his healthy 
and serene monents." l 
l G. S. Phillips; ATLANTIC MONTHLY; "Thomas Carlyle;" Boston; December 
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In this article Phillips also condemns those who oppose Carlyle's 
philosophy, for he believes in Carlyle's teaching "that the soul should be 
wakened to the consciousness of its own miraculous being, that it may be 
penetrated by the miracles of the universe." 
I 
In 1859 Edward Everett Hale wrote a review of "Frederick the Great" in 
"The Christian Examiner," in which he criticizes the government of England 
as a melting pot of various types of ideal governments , and he excuses 
Carlyle by saying that a man of this type could not help but go on record as 
d t h b h . 1 oppose o sue a cum rous mac ~nery. Both Phillips and Hale were confident 
at the time of these articles, that Carlyle would not make a hero of "Fred-
erick" which he was in the process of writing. 
II Carlyle was, however, to disappoint this confidence of America. For it 
became very apparent that Carlyle believed in the doctrine of "Might Makes 
Rights," when he made "Frederick" a hero. This along with his denunciation 
of the American ideals, brought bitter and bitting attacks from all sides. 
I 
J. F. Clarke's article, "The Two Carlyles," which appeared in the "Christian 
Examiner" for September 1864, immediately after the fourth volume of "Fred-
erick the Great," brings out the disappointment in Carlyle which was felt 
by most Americans. Thus, the author says: 
II "We should not object to this prolixity (referring to "Frederick the 
Great"), if the biography was written in the earlier manner of its author, 
as in those wonderful pictures of the "French Revolution." But alas! The 
present Thomas Carlyle is not that Carlyle. As we plod on, with determined 
effort, through these tangles, this swamp, where no path is to be seen, we 
1 
E. E. Hale; CHRISTIAN EXAMINER; "Frederick the Great;" Boston; 1859; 
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say, can this really be the work of that child of genius, whose 
words once shone with auroral light, who could look a subject 
out of confusion into order, whose every sentence we prized, 
1 
whose lightest phrase had a precious worth?" 
Clarke does not, however, condemn Carlyle as one who had contributed 
nothing to society. On the contrary, he maintains, in the same article, that 
Carlyle was a sceptic because he had not adopted christianity. He did not 
appreciate those essential things that are part of the makeup of a good 
Christian. And he goes on to say that Carlyle would never emerge from the 
deep dark abyss of nonconformity until he learned how to overcome his pagan 
scorn and contempt. 
II Henry James and James Russell Lowell reveal the bitterness of America 
when they accused Carlyle of being insincere and cant--no Englishman, even 
in his most bitter criticism, was as strong in his accusations. James 
accuses him of using "truth not for its oJm sake, but for the sake of effect, 
and truth takes her revenge by degrading him." He contemptuously continues 
1 on Carlyle's philosophy: 
"He is an amateur prophet exclusively, having as little re-
semblance to Isaiah or John as Charlotte Cushman has to Lady 
Macbeth."2 
Lowell was equally bitter in his denunciation. He accused Carlyle of 
constant repetition in all of his works. He gives us his opinion in no 
1 J. F . Clarke; CHRISTIAN EXAMIIIJ"'"ER: "The Two Carlyles, 11 or 11Carlyle Past 
and Present;" Boston; September 1864; Vol. 77; pp. 206--231. 
2 
Henry James; NATION; "Carlyle; 11 New York; July 6, 1865; Vol. 1; 
PP• 20--21. 
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uncertain terms in his review of "Frederick the Great" for the 11North Am.-
erican Review11 in 1866, when he says: 
11 If there be not something very like cant in Mr. Carlyle's 
later writings, then cant is not the repetition of a creed after 
it has become a phrase by the cooling of that white-hot convic-
tion which once made it both the light and warmth of the soul. " 
In the same article, Mr . Lowell maintains that Carlyle has become a 
purely literary man " less concerned about what he says than about how he 
1 
shall say it to the best advantage." 
II Carlyle had not received any of the best of it from life when in 1867, 
he published the 11Shooting Niagara. II His wife had died the previous year; 
I his friends had deserted him; his philosophy was everywhere rejected; and 
his critics were caustic. The world, however, did not take his personal 
misfortunes into account when it assailed him. The bitter reaction to 
"Shooting Niagara" is evident in all the leading literary magazines of the 
period. Critics, in general, condemned Carlyle for using the position he 
had gained in the literary world, by his early writings, to propagate im-
moral and barbarizing opinions which would, in their eyes, be fatal to every-
thing which makes this world worth living in. They were afraid, no doubt, 
that Carlyle would influence many important persons by his writings and thus 
make strong allies in this attack on the human race. 
II E. L. Godkin voices great bitterness at Carlyle's stand on the Civil War 
in the 11Nation." In this article, he holds Carlyle responsible for the sym-
pathetic attitude of the British upper and middle classes for the South. 
l J. F . Lowell : NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW: "Frederick the Great;" Boston and 
New York; April 1866; Vol. 102; pp. 419--445. 
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~e concludes by saying that the world would have been much better off if 
Carlyle had not written a line. 1 
II 
As a prophet and mo ralist, Carlyle was definitely anathenain America 
after his publication of "Shooting Niagara." His influence in America had 
now shrunl<- to a very new low, but the American critics had not yet come to 
regard him with as much tolerance and leniency as the ~nglish. Witness an-
other article, by Godkin, for the "Nation" in 1867, which showes clearly 
Carlyle's position in the new union after the Civil War. 
"The result has been that, after making a sensation with 
his philosophy for a few years, in fact, getting up by its 
aid a kind of 'moral revival'--he has seen it thrown aside 
as a broken reed. His young men found out that zeal without 
knowledge was not of much value; that earnestness profited a man 
little unless he knew what to be earnest about, and that Mr. 
Carlyle's plan of having the world governed by heroes was about 
as useful as the plan recommended so often to children of catch-
ing birds by putting salt on their tails. The reasoning faculty 
has thrust Carlyle aside at last, as it has so many other super-
stitions, fallacies, and delusions. Mill now reigns supreme, 
simply because he preaches the principle which has for four 
hundred years been struggling to assert itself in every civilized 
country, that sociology is a science and that its secrets must 
be got at by observing and recording, and not like Mr . Carlyle, 
ignoring the facts of life and the laws of human nature, that 
1 
E. 1. Godkin; NATION; "Thomas Carlyle;" New York; September 5, 1867; 
Vol. 5; PP• 194--5. 
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man, being more than animals, must be governed througl his 
reason, and that, however society may change, and in certain 
phases seem to deteriorate, there is in it, nevertheless, 
on the whole, a continued and steady progress towards good; that 
each century is but a moment in human history; and that horror 
of change, the fear that we are in the rapids, and that the 
great abyss is at hand, of which Mr. Carlyle is in our day the 
l 
grotesque exponent, is a phenomenon as old as civilization." 
Thus, we see that up to the close of the decade, Carlyle was being 
judged .and condemned, not for his literary inabilities, but for his social 
and political doctrines. The style and the form of his writings were al-
most entirely overlooked in the eagerness to attack his philosophies. Am-
erica was particularly bitter, as was only natural, because of the position 
he took regarding our Civil War. It is only through the clearer eyes of 
the next decade that we receive more favora ble judgments of him and his 
writings. 
E. L. Godkin; NATION; "Thomas Carlyle's Influence;" New York; September 
19, 1867; Vol. 5; PP• 235--236. 
CHAPTER V 
1869--1882. CRITICAL JUDGMENTS AFTER DEATH 
"THE REMINISCENCES" 
During the period of the 1870's, after the first emotions of the 
critics had burned out, Carlyle came to be regarded with favor by his 
English contemporaries. At the time of his death in 1881, many persons on 
both Continents could not say enough in praise of him. The early part of 
the decade found the people laying less emphasis on his social and political 
doctrines and more on his literary ability. He was doing little or no writ-
ing during this time, and by 1870, the beginning of the decade which I am 
about to review, he had ceased to write anything of importance. It was 
evident that his work was now done, and critics began to regard it in its 
totality. They were not as enthusiastic, as they were thirty years earlier. 
They knew that he had many defects as well as virtues. Nevertheless, his 
genius was evoking genuine admiration and appreciation as the critics looked 
back in retrospect. No doubt, the presence of Carlyle among them had a 
great deal to do with their new and tolerant regard for him. Carlyle lived 
until he was eighty-six and no doubt enjoyed this delightful position among 
his contemporaries to the utmost. For he must have realized that some of 
his earlier critics now remembered, with affection and admiration, his 
stimulating message of thirty years before. Even his later critics seemed 
to have softened in their bitter regard and were now listed among his ad-
mirers. Do not get the impression that I mean to imply that he had any ac-
tive influence upon his contemporaries at this time, for he did not. His 
lposition was very much like that of Bernard Shaw in the present day . He 
1was regarded as a patriarch; one who had been through the literarJ< wars, 
and as such was admired and cherished. 
-----+U==t-- ---::::--
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In the previous chapter, I have sho~~ that English criticism had be-
come lenient and friendly by 1865. We now find that by 1870, it had become 
very definitely favorable. The critics were beginning to judge him, as I 
have said before, in his entirity, and found that his merits far outweighed 
his defects. Moreover, people were beginning to regard him as a prophet, 
I even if they were not stirred by his message as before.John Morley's article 
on Carlyle in the "Fortnightly Review" for July 1, 1870 shows the attitude of 
the English people at this time. Morley held that Carlyle had exercised a 
profound influence upon the English feeling by his originality, industry, 
and genius of character. The follo1ring sentence definitely shows the trend 
of the criticism of Carlyle during this decade: 
"It is to be hoped that one may doubt the pennanent soundness 
of Mr. Carlyle's peculiar speculations without either doubting 
or failing to share that warm affection and tender reverence 
which his personality has worthily inspired in many thousands 
of readers. He himself taught us to separate these two sides 
of a man, and we have learned from him to love Samuel Johnson 
1 
without reading much or a word that the old sage wrote." 
II William Courtney's article which appeared in the "Fortnightly Review" 
in 1879, showed to what extent Carlyle's merits had been separated from his 
defects when it says: 
"It is so rare--the union of flashing, blinding eloquence 
with the strict and consistent treatment of the subject, so 
wholly overmastering the magnificent, declamatory, denunciation 
1 
John Morley; "F'ORTNIGHTLY REVIEW:" "Carlyle; 11 London; July 1, 1870; Vol. 14· 
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mixed with tender, wistful pitifulness. And there is the 
dramatic gift, the irony, the wonderful humor, the picturesque-
ness and pertinency of epithet • • : • And if in some parts 
of his political theory we find that the magnificent Idealist 
needs to be confuted with the diminutive personage of practice 
and experience; if we require to supplement the 'Latter-Day 
Pamphlets' say with Bagehot on the 'English Constitution' or 
Mill on 'Representative Government' we are but true to the 
irony of history. Prophets, in the wise arrangement of Nature, 
always find effective contrast in the presence of Empiricists."1 
So we see that although Courtney disagreed with the political doctrines 
of Carlyle, he nevertheless appreciated other qualities. Thus, we see that 
Carlyle was again receiving the tribute of the critics, a calmer more thought 
ful criticism than that of forty years earlier. 
II The critics I have quoted represent the general attitude of contempo-
rary writers of the day. 
American criticism was beginning to change and become more favorable, 
but all hostile criticism had not disappeared by 1870. This slow change 
was due, no doubt, to the fact that hostility in America had come much later 
than it did in England, and the turn of the tide was delayed. America could 
not entirely forget the Carlyle who advocated slavery and force. So while 
open hostility definitely ceased, there was still a residue of unfavorable 
criticism. Lowell, Hart, and Browne had not changed their former views of 
him. They still held that while he was both arrogant and dogmatic, he had 
1 
W. L. Courtney; FORTNIGHTLY REVIEW; "Carlyle's Political Doctrines;" 
London; December 1, 1879; Vol. 32; pp . 817--828. 
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certain charms of style and form which could not be relegated to the back-
ground. 
11 In January 1865, George li. Calvert wrote an essay which appeared in 
"Galaxy," entitled "Thomas Carlyle." There is proof in this article that 
Carlyle's social and political doctrines could not be forgotten. On the 
other hand, we can observe by reading it that there existed a definite 
idea that his merits far outweighed any of these defects. Thus Calvert says: 
"A brain ever aglow with self-kindled fire--a cerebral battery 
bristling with magnetic life--such is Thomas Carlyle. Exceptional 
fervor of temperament, rare intellectual vivacity, manful earnest-
ness--these are the primary qualifications of the man." 
Calvert is of the same opinion as the other American critics, regarding 
Carlyle's political and social ideals, however Y:et in conclusion, he says: 
1 
n·w·ri ting of Thomas Carlyle, the last words must notre censorious 
comments on a weakness; we all owe too much to his strength; he 
is too large a benefactor. Despite over-fondness for 'Frederick' 
and the like, and what may be termed a pathological drift to-
ward political despotism, how many quickening chapters has he 
not added to the 'gospel of freedom?' Flushed are his volumes 
with generous pulses, with delicate sympathies. Well do I 
remember the thirst wherewith, more than thirty years ago, I 
seized the monthly 'Frazer' to drink of the spiritual water 
of 1 Sartor 1 • ,.l 
G. H. Calvert; ESSAYS AESTliETICAL; Boston and New York; 1875; "Thomas 
Carlyle;" PP• 198--220. 
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There appeared in the "lation" for September 21, 1876, an artic le on 
Carlyle's "Early Kings of Norway 11 which seems to me typical of what most 
American critics thought of Carlyle just before his death . In this, his 
political and social ideas are discussed and refuted. The author condemns 
Carlyle for his unchanging philosophy, maintaining that it had remained the 
same for the past thirty years . Carlyle is also accused of being "self-
satisfied and complacent in his ideals and incapable of listening to an 
argument or of reconsidering or qualifying his opinions ." 
In conclusion he adds : 
"It is a different thing when we come to speak of what we 
may call the hortative parts of Carlyle--his inculcation of 
high moral aims and of the preference of duty to happiness . 
Often he is a great and salutary preacher. The only thing 
we miss is a definite basis. The case is still more altered 
in Carlyle's favor when we speak of the literary expression 
of his philosophy and above all , of its embodiement in history 
of biography . Taking the work of his life as a shole, no doubt 
the veteran sage of Chelsea may look forward confidently to 
;1 admission into the literary Paradise. 111 
I 
II Thus we see that by the end of the decade (1880) , nearly all criticism 
of Carlyle had crystallized into a generally accepted opinion of his liter-
ary genius. This is very noticeable to the present day student of Carlyle , 
for as one looks back and sees the great outbursts of periodical literature 
1 
G. Smith; NATION; "Carlyle's 'Early Kings of Norway' " ; New York; 
September 21, 1876; Vol. 23 ; PP • 184- -5. 
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which his death occasioned, one reaches the conclusion that the Victorians 
regarded it as an event of great solemnity and significance. 
II Carlyle died on February 5, 1881. His death impressed all of the 
outstanding figures of his day deeply. This can be readily understood 
when one considers that the man had been a stor.m petrel for over forty years. 
Since he was so vndely mourned, and since the people really felt the 
loss; Thoma s Carlyle became once again the chief subject for critical 
discussion. The next few months saw publications of all types of Carlylian 
impressions. Reminiscences appeared, some favorable and some unfavorable, 
but all bent on telling the literary world that "I knew Carlyle." Some of 
these criticisms threatened for a time to damage Carlyle's reputation. 
Many people condemned him, but just as many excused him. After a stormy 
series of debates, things settled down and in a few months we begin, again, 
to get a saner and a calmer judging of his merits and defects. 
II Since Carlyle's passing was regarded like the passing of a cherished 
institution; it is· not surprising that the English critics ·wrote articles 
which were more laudatory than critical. Leslie Stephen, in his article for 
the "Cornhill Magazine" for March of that year, voices the attitude of loving 
memory and reverential tribute held by the English people when he said: 
II 
"Great men are sometimes disappointing, but no one coul·d 
possibly be disappointed who made a pilg.rimage to the little 
house in Chelsea. Ever afterwards if you took up 
'Sartor Resartus' or the 'French Revolution' you seemed to 
have learned the inevita le cadence of the sentences; you 
heard the solemn passages rolled out in the strong current 
of broad Scotch, and the grotesque phrases recalled the 
II 
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sudden flash of the deep set eyes and the huge explosions of tremendous 
laughter full of intense enjoyment, and yet dashed with an under-
tone of melancholy; or if you saw the bent frame in its queer old 
dressing gown taking the pipe from its lips and rapping out some 
thundering denunciations of modern idols with more than Johnsonian 
vigour. You came to understand how the oddities, which strike 
some hasty readers as savouring of affectation, really expressed 
the inmost nature of the man; and that strange light cast upon 
the world represented the way in which objects spontaneously pre-
1 
sented themselves to his singularly constituted imagination." 
The above quotation adequately expresses the sentiment of the great ma-
jority of English men of letters immediately following Carlyle's death. Near 
ly all of them regarded him as a hero; a person Ymo had stuck to his guns in 
spite of flattery, abuse, and the temptations of a cheap success. 
11 However, the dark witches of criticism were brewing a new and bitter 
attack. Strangely enough the first line of attack was reinforced by none 
other than Thomas Carlyle himself. An unrevised edition of his "Reminis-
cences 11 by Froude appeared in March, and a dash of ice cold water was thus 
thrown into the faces of those literary figures who had been praising Carlyle 
since his death. The "Reminiscences" placed Carlyle in a decidedly unheroic 
light again. This was only natural because the "Reminiscences" attacked many 
people still living, and opened old wounds which had long since healed. He 
~s again considered from the point of view of a man of distinctly unpleasant 
1 Leslie Stephens; CORNHILL MAGAZINE; "Thomas Carlyle;" London; March, 
1881; Vol. 43; PP• 349--358. 
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personality, and unhealthy influence. This attitude is clearly seen in an 
article entitled "Thomas Carlyle and his Reminiscences" which appeared in 
the "London ~uarterly Review" for April, 1881. The author says: 
"That his admirers still think it right to raise busts or 
statues in his honor is their affair; but they are assuming a 
grave responsibility. They are canonizing genius simply because 
it is genius, without regard for its application or direction, 
careless of its good or evil effects upon mankind. They are 
sanctioning a false philosophy. They are setting up a false 
theory of excellence. They are winging and pointing anew arrows 
aimed at the reputation of their most distinguished contemporaries. 
They are doing their best to diffuse and perpetuate a baneful in-
fluence; to give increased authority and circulation to works 
composed for the most part in open defiance of good sense, good 
feeling, or goodtaste; works whose all- pervading tone, spirit, 
l 
and tendency are radically wrong. " 
Although the attitude of this article is typical of the reaction of 
many people, an even greater number seems to have rushed to Carlyle's defense 
That the "Reminiscences" as they stand were not intended for publication and 
that Froude was guilty of a breach of good faith was the widespread opinion. 
As a result many critics came forth with articles condemning Froude, and ex-
cusing Carlyle. J. C. Morison was among the first to voice the general sent-
iment when he wrote an article for the "Fortnightly Review" in which he says: 
1  
LONDON QUARTERLY REVIEW; "Thomas Carlyle and his'Reminiscences'"; 
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"One can hardly help feeling that undue haste has been used 
in the publications of these volumes ••••• Either the work 
should have been kept back for at least another decade or so, 
or blanks and astericks should have been unsparingly used." 
The author goes on to explain that much of the bitterness in the 
"Reminiscences" could be accounted for by solitude, loneliness, grief, old 
age, and illness; and critics should take these things into account in their 
judgments of him. Furthermore, Carlyle spent very little time on this work, 
and, no doubt, did not intend to publish them in their present form. He 
goes on to say: 
"Carlyle's work is finished and before the world, and it will 
not be today or tomorrow that a final, corrected estimate of its 
value will be attained. 11 1 
The "Contemporary Review" for April, 1881, published an article en-
titled "A Study of Carlyle" which expresses a similar opinion . "It is very 
important to remember that this book is not a work of Carlyle's in the sense 
that any previous book has been so. " The author goes on to say that "for our 
own part, however, the exposure of the feebleness of sorrow is not what we 
regret in these volumes ••••• But the temptation to publish some of these 
specimens of Carlyle's scorn is utterly unintelligible to us. 11 2 Thus, we 
see that the criticism is aimed at Froude for his ungentlemanly act, and 
Carlyle is forgiven. 
II Froude was bitterly attacked by Julia Wedgewood,for what he had done, 
1 J. C. Morison; FORTNIGHTLY REVIEW: "Carlyle's 'Reminiscences'"; London; 
April 1, 1881; Vol. 35; pp. 456--466. 
z CONTE1'!PORARY REVIEYi; "A Study of Carlyle; 11 London and New York; April, 1881; 
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in another article for the "Contemporary Review" entitled "Mr. Froude as 
Biographer." The general trend of the article was that Froude was indeed 
cruel, vulgar, and greedy, if he knew what he was doing when he published the 
11Reminiscences." The publication, she goes on to say, 11will satisfy a cer-
tain love of vulgar gossip and sometimes more evil feelings. But, judged 
by posterity, we have no question that it will be a blot on the literary 
fame of him who is guilty of it, which no other achievements however honour-
able, can wholly wipe out. 111 
II It was evident from publication at that time that Carlyle's reputation 
undoubtedly suffered, but the great majority of critics were in sympathy with 
him. His place among them for forty years, and the reverence with which he 
had come to be regarded, were too great for him to be wholly condemned now. 
Thus, after a few months of heated controversy, we find that criticism be-
gan to take on the saner and impartial qualities which posterity invariably 
brings. Writers were now beginning to judge him from the point of view of 
his literary genius. 
II During the next few months, the number of critical reviews began to 
diminish, and a flood of biographical sketches, letters, lectures, and rem-
iniscences seems to have taken their place. 
I, An article entitled 11 Carlyle 1 s Life and Reminiscences 11 appeared in 
"Blackwood's Iluagazine" for July, 1882, which brings out clearer the point I 
have just made. This article shows that in spite of the inaccuracies and mis 
conceptions prevalent in literary circles immediately following Carlyle's 
1 Julia Wedgewood; CONTEMPORARY REVIEW; "Mr. Froude as Biographer;" London 
and New York; May, 1881. Vol. 39; PP• 821--42. 
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death; Carlyle was now being judged solely on his ovm merits and with impar-
tiality. His reputation was now, at last, secure against attacks. This ar-
ticle by Leslie Stephens says: 
n an outcry against Carlyle's life and character-. . . . . . 
istics followed the appearance of this 'Reminiscences'. But that 
sort of thing necessarily has its reaction. \Vhen all is said 
and done with, the fact remains that no bones have been broken; 
and the 'Sage of Chelsea' remains just as he was before, one of 
the most striking personages of the Nineteenth Century, unique 
in his mental and personal characteristics; but as his editor 
Froude tells us, one who would not condescend to the conventional 
poli tenesses which remove friction between man and man. "1 
American criticism seemed to follow the trend of British criticism after 
Carlyle's death. But, it seems to me, that there was less praise, and a 
harsher criticism of his "Reminiscences." It must be remembered, however, 
that the Americans had not forgotten his bitter attacks and were slow to 
forgive him. 
In general, the critical thoughts followed these lines: Carlyle had 
been waiting for death, his work having been finished years before; the knowl-
~R:t the world still contained, and would continue to contain, after his 
death, all the abuses against which he had fought in his youth did not em-
bitter his feelings. He accepted life and old age with a philosophical good 
humour. In other words, to the American critic, he had been dead for years, 
l Blackwood's !DINBURGH MAGAZINE; "Carlyle's Life and Reminiscences;" 
Edinburgh; July, 1882; Vol. 132; pp. 18--35. 
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figuratively speaking. His position in the history of literature was left 
to posterity, as far as American critics were concerned. Their attitude af-
ter the publication of the "Reminiscences" was one of general condemnation 
of Carlyle. 
II Walt Whitman seemed to be the only .American critic of importance who 
l wrote favorably of Carlyle immediately after his death. His reactions to 
the "Reminiscences" were published in the "Critic" for March, 1881. Whitman 
in this article expresses delight in the "charm and perfect frankness of his 
1 
criticisms." 
E. L. Godkin had the following to say of the furor casued by the 
"Reminiscences": 
"Carlylda .public were long ago conscious, as one of his critics 
has said, that he canted prodigiously about-cant, and talked volum-
inously in praise of silence; but then it recognized that much 
repetition has always the air of cant, and that to persuade men 
to be silent, as well ~s to do anything else, one must talk a 
good deal. Thatthis belief has been destroyed in many 
minds with regard to Carlyle by the "Reminiscences" there is no 
question, and the consequence is that the Anglo-Saxon world has 
lost one of its best possessions; and it is a kind of possession 
which no apologies or explanations and no proof of Mr. Froude's 
indiscretion can restore. 112 
1 . W. Wh~tman; CRITIC; "Carlyle's Reminiscences;" N"ew York; March 13, 1881; 
Vol. l; pp. 59--60. 
2 E. L. Godkin; NATION; "Carlyle's Political Influence;" New York; April 28, 
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Godkin's personal opinion is one which was generally expressed at this 
time; it follows; 
"There is, however, some compensation in the catastrophe. 
If there was nothing positive in Carlyle's moral teachings, if 
nobody could extract from his earlier utterances anything more 
definite than advice to 'be up and doing with a heart for every 
fate'; there was in the political teachings of his later works 
something very positive and definite and something which he 
managed to surround with something of the diviner light of his 
first arraignments of modern civilization. That the effect of 
this on English politics has been bad, and very bad, during the 
past thirty years few will deny. It, beyond question, has had 
an evil influence on English opinion both about Ireland and about 
India and about the Civil War in the United States. In sofar as 
the 'Reminiscences' ruin Carlyle as a politician, their publications 
11 must be considered a gain for the English race. 
America too, like England, soon recovered from the effect of the 
11Reminiscences, 11 and we find that criticism in April, 1881 was beginning to 
take a calmer and more appreciative trend. However, in America, more so than 
in England, there seemed to exist two opposite extremes of opinion. Those 
critics who supported Carlyle were extravagant in their praise, and those 
who were anti-Carlyle, vehement in their condemnations. Monecure Conway and 
. 
Henry James both wrote articles at this time which are representative of the 
extremes of opinion then existing in America. Conway, in an article written 
for "Harpers ] ew Monthly Magazine, 11 pays Carlyle this great tribute; 
41 
"Carlyle's was not only an essentially religious mind, but 
even passionately so. His profound reverence, his ever burning 
flame of devout thought made him impatient of all such substitutes 
for these as dogmas and ceremonies--the lamps gave out long ago. 
There was a sort of divine anger that filled him Whenever forced 
to contemplate selfishness and egotism in the guise of humility 
and faith." 1 
In the same month, Henry James wrote an article for the "Atlantic Month-
ly" in which he roundly denounces Carlyle: 
"It is quite time, then, in my opinion, that we should cease 
minding Carlyle's rococo airs and affectations; his antiquated 
II strut and heroics, reminding us now of John Knox, and now of 
Don Quixote; his owlish, obscene hooting at the endless divine 
day which is breaking over all the earth of our regenerate 
nature. We have no need that he or any other literary des-
perado should enlighten us as to the principles of God~ 
administration."2 
It was not until the next year, however, that America reached that pin-
nacle of impartiality which vms evident in England. After passing through 
the same cycle of criticism as had England, America finally came to the same 
basic conclusions as the Mother country. Both countries in their final es-
timation were substantially the same. John Burrough's in the "Critic 11 in 
1882, had this to say of Carlyle: 
l M. D. Conway; HARPER'S NEW MONTHLY MAGAZil'J"E; "Thomas Carlyle;" New York; 
May, 1881; Vol. 62; PP• 888--912. 
2 Henry James; ATL.Al TIC MONTHLY; "Some Personal Recollections of Carlyle;" 
Boston; May, 1881; Vol. 47; pp. 593--609. 
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11Not all the sermonizing extant is equal to his writings for 
deepening and sharpening one's sense of the reality of spiritual 
and invisible things and the sacredness and imperativeness of 
the simple truth. 111 
This quotation is typical of the criticisms beginning in 1882 and fol-
lowing thereafter. 
II Thus, we see that Carlyle once again survived the bitter attacks of his 
severest critics, just as he had survived attacks earlier in life upon his 
style and philosophy. By 1882, people had ceased to look upon him as a 
guide who would lead them to new political and social reforms; instead they 
began to regard him for what he was--a literary genius whose place in the 
history· of literature was unquestioned. 
l 
John Burrough's ; the CRITICS; 11Froude's Estimate of Carlyle;" New York; 
October 21, 1882; Vol. 2; p. 277. 
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CHAPTER VI 
THOMAS CARLYLE: AN EXPOSITION t 
Modern development has depended upon two tendencies, which acting to-
gether, have been responsible for the whole advancement of the Western world. 
The first of these great movements is rationalism; the second is irrational-
ism. Rationalism is that power which makes men invent automobiles, electric 
light fixtures, egg beaters, and compile statistics on horse racing. Ir-
rationalism is, on the other hand, a force, if possible somewhat more impor-
ltant, which makes men read books, write poems, laugh at jokes, go to the 
theatre, and play golf. Rationalism is the attempt to make our institutions 
and theories fit the world in which we live, as clothes fit the wearer. 
Irrationalism is the constant reminder that, at best, they do not fit. No 
matter what consistent theory of life arises, there always appears an irrationr 
alist who tears it down from its pinnacle, and exposes it as a sham. The 
last great rationalistic movement terminated in the French Revolution. The 
philosophy of that period was that of the Positivist. The great irrational-
ist and philosopher of that epoch was Thomas Carlyle . 
The Popes and the Bolingbrokes of the early Eighteenth Century tried to 
make man a purer symbol of civilization than he was in actuality. They tried 
to have him dispense with his love of the savage and the primeval. Byron, 
the inevitable irrationalist startled them by protesting that the love of 
the savage, the primeval, and the unsociable was a part of man, and it was 
[their business to recognize it . There also arose , at this time, the great · II 
and influential philosophy of Rousseau which advocated the principles of 
absolute equality . They, his followers , attempted to do away with the crown 
and the sceptre, and thus make man more natural. This is the point where 
he_irrationalist steps in again ~n-th~ form of ~mas Carl~le~ The- phil- ~ 
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osophy he expounded held that the regal robes were necessary for the better-
ment of mankind. Thus, just when the temple of austere political equality 
was erected; the irrationalist appeared. His position was clearly stated. 
1He clearly stood for "the natural character of kingship against the natural 
character of equality." 
j1 Carlyle, because of the natural arrogance of his intellect, never under-
stood the theory of equality, but the ordinary critic of Carlyle has never 
done justice to his theory of hero- worship. Many people believe that he 
wished the strong to dominate the weak. This is not true, as one will readil 
find, if he makes a close study of Carlyle's works. His theory of the hero 
was that he was a man people could not help but follow because of their 
love for him, not because of their fear of him. His theory was that when a 
man was your superior, you were acting naturally when you looked up to him; 
that you were acting unnaturally in equalizing yourself with him, ·and were 
therefore unhappy . He held that just as the worship of God was a human 
function, so also was the worship of the superior man . 
II Moreover, the practical truth which underlay Carlyle's gospel of the 
I 
hero has been misunderstood in other ways . The general opinion is that if 
Carlyle thought a man able, everything was to be excused to him. I do not 
believe t hat he thought this at all . I believe that he was a man of action 
j1who wanted things done in a hurry or at least before he died. Many of us are 
willing to express very definite ideas of reform, but cheerfully sit back 
and let the next hundred years carry out our theories. 
Great leaders in history have always been opposed by men whose ideas 
were impractical even to themselves. Yet these same critics count it a 
pleasant thing to live and die in revolt . Many persons are born to be critic 
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or even matyrs, but few are born to be practical leaders. I do admit, how-
ever, that both types are necessary. But I do maintain that it is very easy 
to live in a contented state of impotency. It is easy to desire to be right, 
! but not effective. Carlyle passionately desired that essential reforms be 
!
undertaken at once, and so desiring showed that he was a practical man. If 
Carlyle has contributed nothing else to posterity, he certainly has given us 
the true and pathetic picture of the practical man. 
My own idea of equality does not agree with that of Carlyles. It is 
my belief that men differ accidentally and 'not fundamentally, since I be-
lieve that a man is a"man," made in the image of God, and as such has certai 
basic rights and privileges and is governed by the light of his reason. 
Carlyle's view of equality has a right to be stated and judged for what it 
I is worth . He did not believe that one should worship force; it was a sin-
cere belief that some found blessedness in commanding and some in obeying. 
But would he follow this kind of intellectual justice--not he. He believed 
in Carlyle's gospel and in that alone. 
II Carlyle was a monster of industry and treated the dullest 'of subjects 
I with great patience,and because he did this; one must admit that he had 
I mental patience. He was patient with facts, dates, and tiresome documents, 
but he was not patient with man. He was not patient with ideas and tenden-
cies outside of his own philosophy. He, therefore, could not understand 
I the real meaning of liberty, which is a faith in the growth of the human 
mind. 
Carlyle's historical works are famous for their power of humor, their 
• th • ti • 1 l"t" d th • ~~~~/ ! (I po~gnancy, e~r sa r~oa qua ~ ~es, an e~r c sm. 
--- - -= 
I 
i 
I 
I 
--------
46 
He was one of the greatest story tellers of all time, and no historian 
ever realized more than he that history has consisted of human beings, each 
living in his own little world, each acting out his own part, each living in 
an eternal present; or in other words, that history has not consisted of 
crowds, or kings, or Acts of Congress. 
However, there seems to be a definite defect in Carlyle's nature when 
we consider him as an historian. He was a keen judge of men and events, 
I and basically genial and magnanimous. He did not treat men as mere automata, 
but treated them as whole human beings subjected to the whims, vices, and 
eccentricities of human nature. He did not realize, however, that each man 
carries about with him his own theory of the universe; each one of us living 
in a separate cosmos. Consequently, he was only concerned with the place 
that other men occupied in his, Carlyle's, Cosmos, not with the place that 
each man occupied in his own Cosmos. This was his great weakness, "a neglect 
to realize the importance of theory and of alternative theories in human 
1 
affairs." 
"Probably his few mistakes arose from his unfortunate tendency 
to find 'shams'. Some have supposed this to be the essence and 
valus of his message; it was in truth its worst pitfall and dis-
aster. A man is almost always wrong when he sets about to prove 
the unreality and uselessness of anything; he is almost invari-
ably right when he sets about to prove the reality and value of 
anything. I have a quite different and much more genuine right 
1 
"Thomas Carlyle;" G. K. Chesterton; James Pott and Company; New York; 
II 
PP• 35--38. 
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to say that bull's-eyes are nice, than I have to say liquorice 
is nasty. I have found out the meaning of the first and not 
of the second; and if a man goes on a tearing hunt after shams, 
as Carlyle did, it is probable that he will find little or 
nothing real. He is tearing off the branches to find the tree." 
In conclusion, permit me to state that: 
"Carlyle injected into the life of his time, a ~ream of intense 
moral ardor and indignation which broke up the congealed waters 
and permanently raised the standard of ethical feeling. He united 
in remarkable degree the artistic and the moral impulse, and he 
is in this respect typical of the Victorian era, during which, 
more than ever before, art has been infused with moral purpose. 
But his nature was too extravagant, his tone too bitterly pro-
testing, and his method too perverse, to allow him to become the 
supremely. representative figure of the age."1 
"A History of English Literature;" W. Vaughn Moody and Robert Morss 
Lovett; Charles Scribner's Sons; New York; pp. 351--353; Chap. XIV. 
CHAPTER VII 
DIGEST 
The introduction of this thesis states clearly its objective. The 
I goal is "Criticisms of Carlyle through the eyes of sundry contemporary 
writers." At the same time, I hope to show that carlyle was out of sympa-
thy with his ag~. It was only because the people of that era were tired of 
the existing philosophies that he was heard at all. Perhaps his literary 
!genius would have carried him through to fame, but that is a question. 
The second Chapter traces his literary career from his early writings 
up to, and including, "Sartor Resartus ." He made many friends through per-
sonal contacts which helped in his later life. Many people greeted his first 
writings with open criticism. His new style was foreign to the Englishman's 
taste. Many others greeted him as an intellectual worthy of the name genius; 
!America, in particular, was receptive to his new ideas, and it was not long 'I 
after his publication of the "Sartor" that almost every pulpit in New England 
rang with "Carlylese." 
The impetus of the "French Revolution," however, broke the icy in-
difference of the Englishman and Carlyle was really attracting attention. 
I The book did not employ the widely disliked German style of the author, and 
I it was not a work of philosophy like "Sartor Resartus." Numerous quotations 
dot this third Chapter, showing the trend of public opinion from 1837 to 
1848. From the excerpts, one can readily gather that Carlyle was tremendous-
ly popular and influential during this decade. 
Chapter four discloses the fact that Carlyle's enthusiastic appeal 
reached its zenith in 1845, and from that year gradually declined until he 
ceased to exert any influence upon his age. The straw that broke the Camel's 
48 
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back appeared in the form of the "Latter-Day Pamphlets" and "Oliver Crom-
well." These publications revealed the fact that Carlyle's doctrine was 
far off the beaten path of the age. As long as he had confined himself to 
giving a spiritual message, he was given an opportunity to be heard. But 
the eddies he aroused in the main currents of the age by his new attempt to 
formulate a political and social creed were too much for the conservative 
Englishman. 
Carlyle's position, in regard to slavery and hero-worship, left no 
place for him in the hearts of the Americans. The Americans thought him 
I responsible for the sympathetic attitude of the British upper and middle 
classes for the South. By means of quotations, I have attempted to show in 
I this Chapter that Carlyle's star was on the wane. His literary abilities 
were not questioned at this time, but his social and political doctrines were 
' roundly deplored. 
'I Chapter five gives us more favorable criticisms of Carlyle and his 
works. People were beginning to take cognizance of his literary ability 
and were overlooking his social and political views. By 1870, he had ceased 
to write anything of importance, and critics began to regard his work as 
done. His critics were not as enthusiastic as they were thirty years before, 
but he was beginning to evoke genuine admiration for his literary ability. 
American criticism was beginning to change and become more favorable, but 
lhostile criticism had not entirely disappeared by 1870. This slow change 
l
was due to the reluctance of the Americans to favor a man who advocated 
slavery and force. Opinion gradually changed, however, until in 1880 we 
! find it generally crystallized into an open admiration of his literary 
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ability. Carlyle's death in 1881 brought out impressive volumes of litera-
ure, some "pro" and others "con." The "Reminiscences" evoked a storm of 
anti-Carlyle literature from which I have quoted freely. After the first 
storm had died, the criticism seemed to taper off into a generally accepted 
theory of his genius . Froude, an English publisher, was the center of a 
raging controversy when he published the unfinished "Reminiscences" of 
Carlyle. 
In general, the critical thoughts followed these lines: Carlyle 
had been waiting for death, his work having been finished years before. 
The knowledge that the world still contained and would continue to contain, 
after his death, all the abuses against which he had fought in his youth, 
did not embitter his feelings. He accepted life and the age with a. phil-
osophical, good humor. His position in the history of literature was left 
to posterity. 
-- ----
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